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Applicant's Response 

1. In Applicant's Response dated October 10, 2007, Applicant's amendments in combination with 
the arguments filed are persuasive. 

All other objections and rejections previously set forth are withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-14, and 16-29 are allowed. 

3. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance 

Claims 1, 12, 18, 23 and 25 

The closest prior art is Grewal et al. that teaches an interface to access a database, via 
an interface, of images and associated metadata elements. The user can edit and manipulate, via 
the interface, the metadata by using labels and tags attached to the images (See column 5, lines 
10-60). Grewal provides for a distributed access to the image to make changes to program logic 
controllers that control machines and Industrial processes and the image and metadata represent 
the control process. Grewal attempts to solve a problem in the art of allowing multiple users to 
access an image and keeping revisions in sync through the use of metadata tag elements. 

Grewal solves the problem by storing metadata access elements within the database 
where the metadata elements contain version fields, tags and a check-sum flag. The metadata 
elements can be accessed via a user interface, provided the user has access rights, to view, 
manage, edit and store information and provides an infrastructure the controls the who, why and 
where the image can be revised. The Interface of Grewal is interpreted as presenting an image 
and all of its associated metadata elements. Grewal teaches that the interface allows the user to 
edit images and assign tags and labels to metadata elements. Grewal does not teach showing 
only some of the labels along with their values and then determining when the version information 
is incorrect only when the document is in the non-released state and then updating the image 
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metadata elements by changing notes and removing notes and truncating revision blocks 
automatically during a bulk correction when the document is in the released state. 

In contrast to the recited claims, Grewal is not seen as teaching or suggesting a display 
that only shows the label and corresponding values to at least some of the metadata elements 
and where elements found in predefined locations of the document are displayed. Further, 
Grewal is not seen as suggesting or teaching the determining when one of the plurality of 
metadata elements is incorrect, wherein when the document is specified as being in a non- 
released state, the revision identifier is not identified as being incorrect and wherein when the 
document is specified as being in a released state, the revision identifier is identified as being 
incorrect wherein the computing device automatically bulk corrects only the incorrect metadata 
elements located in the predefined locations by globally repeating the corrections in multiple 
locations of the document at one time with a batch process, wherein change notes and 
extraneous notes are removed and revision blocks are truncated automatically during bulk 
correcting when the document is specified as being in the released state, as recited in the 
amended claims. 

The prior art of Yasue et al. teaches bulk data metaserver that manages attribute, 
component and object information for every element within the document database. Each 
component, attribute and object attribute can be accessed via an interface on a users workstation 
and comprises metadata. Yasue teaches that the components and objects along with the 
associated metadata are tracked individually for the purposes of managing updates throughout 
the design process. Yasue attempts to solve a problem in the art of maintaining in a central 
location a list of components, object and attributes used in a common 2d/3d design environment 
with design collaborators located in several locations where the data, components and objects 
are in constant flux. 

Yasue solves the problem by storing model data and metadata in separate databases 
and distributing the bulk metadata servers to allow data updates from multiple locations, thus the 
metadata can be maintained in a real-time between various departments and users. Further, a 
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common component notification change is sent via email or over the network notifying all users of 
the changes to a given component. Yasue teaches a CAD application that can access the 
drawings and attributes and allows the user to perform operations on the components whereby 
changes to objects and attributes will be changed. 

In contrast to the amended claims, Yasue is not seen as teaching or suggesting a display 
that only shows the label and corresponding values to at least some of the metadata elements 
and where elements found in predefined locations of the document are displayed. Further, Yasue 
is not seen as suggesting or teaching the determining when one of the plurality of metadata 
elements is incorrect, wherein when the document is specified as being in a non-released state, 
the revision identifier is not identified as being incorrect and wherein when the document is 
specified as being in a released state, the revision identifier is identified as being incorrect 
wherein the computing device automatically bulk corrects only the incorrect metadata elements 
located in the predefined locations by globally repeating the corrections in multiple locations of 
the document at one time with a batch process, wherein change notes and extraneous notes are 
removed and revision blocks are truncated automatically during bulk correcting when the 
document is specified as being in the released state, as recited in the amended claims. 

The prior art of Jungreis et al. teaches an interface that presents a 3D model of an object 
with multiple views within a design interfaces, such as a CAD interface. Jungreis teaches the user 
makes changes to one view of the object and the changes are propagated to the other views for 
the purposes of regenerating a portion of the model to reflect the changes the user has made. 
Jungreis teaches that once an element has changed it may be necessary to change the 
associated elements as well, for the purposes of updating design constraints in the model. The 
associated elements comprise metadata and drawing elements located in various sections of the 
interface. Jungreis teaches the process of displaying associated metadata items in a pane but 
shows all of the metadata for a given element (See Figure 2, 66). 

However, Jungreis is not seen as teaching or suggesting a display that only shows the 
label and corresponding values to at least some of the metadata elements and where elements 
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found in predefined locations of the document are displayed. Further, Yasue is not seen as 
suggesting or teaching the determining when one of the plurality of metadata elements is 
incorrect, wherein when the document is specified as being in a non-released state, the revision 
identifier is not identified as being incorrect and wherein when the document is specified as being 
in a released state, the revision identifier is identified as being incorrect wherein the computing 
device automatically bulk corrects only the incorrect metadata elements located in the predefined 
locations by globally repeating the corrections in multiple locations of the document at one time 
with a batch process, wherein change notes and extraneous notes are removed and revision 
blocks are truncated automatically during bulk correcting when the document is specified as 
being in the released state, as recited in the amended claims. 

The prior art of Leblang et al teaches a command line interface that allows the user to 
access a list of elements, via a Unix terminal, to dynamically change the software located in the 
code repository. Leblang expressly teaches using a system to maintain version control of CAD 
application drawings and the user of labels assigned to metadata elements. Leblang also teaches 
a bulk batch process that allows the labeled elements to received changes via the batch update. 
Leblang attempts to solve a problem in the art of maintaining a real-time update process of 
revisions and the capability to track progress in task completion. ' 

Leblang solves the problem in the art by using a rule based version selection system that 
maintains a complete list of items used in a particular view and stores the list as metadata. Every 
object in the list has an Id and a label. Leblang presents the view to a user based on the 
configuration record which save time in presenting the view if the users already has the correct 
items specified in the record. Further, through the use of command line entries the user can 
access a particular path in a tree of objects and view the objects and elements in a given path. 
The user can then make changes to an object, which are added to the system and propagated to 
all users using the same view. 

However, Leblang is not seen as suggesting or teaching the determining when one of the 
plurality of metadata elements is incorrect, wherein when the document is specified as being in a 
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non-released state, the revision identifier is not identified as being incorrect and wherein when the 
document is specified as being in a released state, the revision identifier is identified as being 
incorrect wherein the computing device automatically bulk corrects only the incorrect metadata 
elements located in the predefined locations by globally repeating the corrections in multiple 
locations of the document at one time with a batch process, wherein change notes and 
extraneous notes are removed and revision blocks are truncated automatically during bulk 
correcting when the document is specified as being in the released state, a s recited in the 
amended claims. 

Therefore, when taken as a whole or in combination the prior art of Grewal, Yasue, 
Leblang, or Jungreis do not teach or suggest to the skilled artisan that the combination of features 
as recited in the amended claims could be brought together to achieve all of the limitations of the 
claims and therefore claims 1, 12, 18, 23 and 25 are allowed. 

Claims 2-4, 6-11, 13-14, 16-17, 19-22, 24, and 26-29: 

These claims are dependent upon Claim 1, 12, 18, 23 and 25 and are thus allowable. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the payment 
of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue fee. 
Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M, W, F 10:00AM - 8:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 5Z*-272-1000. 
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